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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1, 2, 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites, A network having at least one slave terminal ... to "the 
requesting slave terminal". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. 

Claim 1 recites, A network having at least one slave terminal ... "one other 
terminal" to be incorporated .... It is unclear about this "one other terminal" which is 
neither specified nor described anywhere in the specification. 

Claim 2 recites, A network as claimed in claim 1, ... said terminal under "certain 
conditions". It is unclear about certain conditions which are not described clearly. 
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Claim 4 recites, A network as in claim 1 ... "the change into the state" .... It is 
unclear about, "the change into the state". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. 

Claim 4 recites, A network as in claim 1 ... "the change into the state" .... This 
"change into state" makes no sense as it is vague and indefinite language and which 
makes the claim incoherent. 

Claim 5 recites, A network as claimed in claim 1 ... "the Bluetooth Standard" ... 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1,2, 4 -7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Luman et al. (US 2003/0037125). 

With respect to Claim 1 , Luman teaches a network having at least one slave terminal 
and a master terminal connected thereto that is provided to issue requests to at least 
one slave terminal to search for at least one other terminal to be incorporated in the 
network, (Page 2, paragraph [0023] lines 2-5. Here, device A is the Master Device 
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and device B is the Slave device, following Bluetooth communication); wherein a non- 
incorporated terminal is provided for transmitting a response to the requesting slave 
terminal after receiving a request and wherein the requesting slave terminal is provided 
for forwarding the response to the master terminal. (Page 2, paragraph [0026]. Here, 
originally Device A was the master terminal and Device B was the slave terminal. 
Device B acts as the master terminal now with Device C being the slave terminal 
which is non-incorporated. Device B also acts as the frequency shifting repeater, 
receives the information from Device A and re-transmits that which is meant to reach 
Device C and vice-versa. ]). 

With respect to Claim 2, Luman teaches a network as clamed in claim 1 , characterized 
in that, after receiving a response of a hitherto non-incorporated terminal, the master 
terminal is provided for setting up a connection to said terminal under certain conditions. 
(Page 2, paragraph [0026], lines 5-9). 

With respect to Claim 4, Luman teaches a network as claimed in claim 1, characterized 
in that a slave terminal incorporated in the network is not provided for the change into 
the state in which it transmits a response to a request from another terminal. (Page 2, 
paragraph 22). 

With respect to Claim 5, Luman teaches a network as claimed in claim 1, characterized 
in that a terminal has a first software component operating according to the Bluetooth 
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Standard (Page 1, paragraph [0015], lines 1-3); and a second software component for 
controlling the first software component, which second software component is provided 
for converting instructions of a third application-oriented software, and in that the 
second software component is provided for incorporating a terminal. (Page 3, paragraph 
[0041], lines 2-7. Here the operating system of the device and any programs or 
processes are the second and third software components). 

With respect to Claim 6, Luman teaches a network as claimed in claim 1, characterized 
in that the master terminal is provided to issue a request to only a single slave terminal 
not involved in the communication. (Page 2, paragraph [0026], lines 5-9). 

With respect to Claim 7, Luman teaches a terminal that is provided for incorporation as 
a slave or master terminal in a network, wherein the terminal is provided as master 
terminal for charging at least one slave terminal with requests to search for at least one 
other terminal to be incorporated in the network, (Page 2, paragraph [0023] lines 2-5. 
Here, device A is the Master Device and device B is the Slave device, following 
Bluetooth communication); and wherein the terminal is provided as a non- 
incorporated terminal after receiving a request for the transmission of a response to the 
requesting slave terminal, and wherein the terminal is provided as requesting slave 
terminal for forwarding the response to the master terminal. (Page 2, paragraph [0026]) 
Here, originally Device A was the master terminal and Device B was the slave terminal. 
Device B acts as the master terminal now with Device C being the slave terminal 
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which is non-incorporated. Device B also acts as the frequency shifting repeater, 
receives the information from Device A and re-transmits that which is meant to reach 
Device C and vice-versa. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Luman in 
view of Jacobson et al. (US 6,044,402). 

Luman teaches all limitations of Claim 2. However, with respect to Claim 3, 
Luman fails to teach that the master terminal which is provided for incorporating a 
terminal in the network as a slave terminal if the slave terminal is not contained in a 
special list. 

Conversely, Jacobson does in fact teach such a limitation. According to 
Jacobson, a network address block list is provided where a connection blocker monitors 
connections between host computers in a network and blocks unwanted connections. 
(Page 14, Line 53-56 and Figure 10, Network Address Block List 202). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have combined the teachings of Jacobson with 
Luman, which provides network security to a subnet by passively monitoring the 
network devices and blocking unwanted connections. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to B. CLARENCE JOHN whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-5937. The examiner can normally be reached on Weekdays from 7:30 AM - 
5:00 PM, Monday - Thursday and Alternate Fridays, from 7:30AM-4:00 PM, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David L. Robertson can be reached on (571)272-4186. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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